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The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. All objections and rejections not reiterated below are 
hereby withdrawn in view of the amendments and arguments filed 8/2/06. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 5-7, 9, 11, 21, and 24-27 are again rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/2/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The arguments are addressed as they pertain to each rejection below. 

Claim 5 recites the term "predetermined amino acid sequence" in its penultimate 
line. The term lacks antecedent basis in the claim, therefore the claim is indefinite. It is 
noted that a "predetermined amino acid sequence probe" is recited in the preamble, but 
not a "predetermined amino acid sequence." 

Claims 6, 7, 9, and 1 1 depend from claim 5 and are therefore also indefinite. 

Claims 5, 21, and 25-27 recite the phrase "candidate for the combination of 
correspondence. . . " The claims were previously rejected as it was unclear what a 
"point" was to be a candidate FOR. The examiner appreciates that the phrase "for the 
combination of correspondence" was added in an attempt to clarify the claims and 
address this rejection. Unfortunately, it is still unclear what sort of "candidate" is 
intended; i.e. as rmsd value, or an attribute value, or a point from one or both of the 



Application/Control Number: 09/910,054 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1631 

point sets recited in the preamble, or a three-dimensional coordinate, etc., therefore the 
claims are still indefinite. 

Claims 6,7,9,11, and 24 depend from claims 5 and 21 and are therefore also 
indefinite. 

Claim 9 recites that a combination of correspondence satisfy a "threshold value 
condition." It is unclear if the "threshold value condition" is intended to be the same as 
the "predetermined threshold value" of parent claim 5, or if a different threshold is 
intended. It is noted that parent claim 5 recites that the "predetermined threshold value" 
is one against which an "attribute value" is compared, not one against which an entire 
"combination of correspondence" is compared. Further, while the explanation of a 
"threshold value" set forth in the response of 8/2/06 is persuasive, the specification does 
not appear to defined or exemplify a "threshold value condition" such that this term is 
clear, therefore applicant's arguments with regard to threshold values as set forth in the 
response filed 8/2/06 are not persuasive with regard to the "threshold value condition." 

Claims 1 1 and 24 limit generating a combination of correspondence to be based 
on a "condition" such that attribute values of elements belonging to a first point set 
coincide with attribute values of corresponding elements belonging to a second point set 
in a candidate for the combination of correspondence. However, parent claims 5 and 
21 recite, in a step of generating a combination of correspondence, determining if a 
point is a candidate for the combination of correspondence if an attribute of an element 
of the first point set coincides with an element of the second point set, then "refining" 
elements based on the coinciding attributed, thus the determination of coincidence is 
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necessarily performed for multiple elements. As the limitations of claims 1 1 and 24 
appear to be merely a rewording of the step of determining a coincidence between 
attributes of elements recited in their respective parent claims, it is unclear what further 
limitation of the parent claim is intended in each of claims 1 1 and 24. As it is possible 
that claims 1 1 and 24 intend an additional step of determining a coincidence, and it is 
unclear what limitation is actually intended, claims 11 and 24 are indefinite. 

Conclusion 

No claim is allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marjorie A. Moran whose telephone number is (571) 
272-0720. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday; 6 am-2:30 pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Wang can be reached on (571)272-0811. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Marjorie A. Moran 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1631 




